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LET'S T.00K AT RUSSIA HONESTLY
The SFEAKER. Under previous order

. of the House, the gentleman from Ohio

[Mr. FemcHAN] is recognized for 20
minutes. :

(Mr. FEIGHAN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re=
marks.)

Mr. FEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, Mem-
pers of Congress in particular, and the
American people as a whole are in-

. tensely Interested in getting every bit of

truthful information available concern-

“ing the conspiracy of communism which

seeks to reduee all the people of the world
to a state of abject slavery. This in-
terest has compelled Members of Con=~
gress and a large number of citizens to

' seek valid information concerning the

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, its
history, its strength, its weaknesses, its
vulnerability, the people who populate
the vast area which geographers call

" the Soviet Union, and such other infor=
. mation as may assist us in eliminating
" those international tensions which now

exist and very likely could lead to world

. war IIL Ordinarily the American peo-

" ple would not look to the Central Intel-

ligence Agency to provide public infor-

‘mation on the subject matiers which I

have referred to, because of the character

of the work assigned to this Agency by

law., However, it appears that the Di-
rector of the Central Intelligence Agency
was possessed with a desire to tell the
Amrican pcople something about the
U. S. S. R. and the people who populate
that geographical area and the things
they aspire to in the future. I say this
because he authored an article which
appeared in the Parade magazine sec-
tion of the Washington Post and Times
Herald on July 3, 1955, titled “Let’s
Look at Russia Honestly.” The front
page of Parade magazine announced
this article by the Director of Central
Intelligence Agency as & 4th of July
message to the American people, which
caused me to give special attention to
its contents.

 After reading the article by Mr. Allen
W. Dulles, I felt compelled to write him
a letter on July 6 in which I raised a
number of elementary, but fundamental,
questions concerning the content of his
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article. . I'didvthis because I felt fha_.t
the public writings of a person in his

capaclty would have an authoritative ef-

- fect upon the Teading American public.
Moréover, since his article seemed to be
confused in the usage of political ter-
minology and carried a loose. inference
that the people of the U, 8. S. R. were
Russians, withh all that implies, T was
fearful that the American people would
e misled into concepts and beliefs which
would prove disastrous to us in the un-
happy event of a full-scale shooting war
with the leaders of the Kremlin.

I did not have a reply from Mr, Allen
‘W, Dulles to my letter of July 6, but
instead one of his assistants telephoned
my office to arrange for a discussion of
the contents of my letter of July 6.
Again I felt the importance which at-
taches to the article written by Mr. Dulles

. Approved For Release :’
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Ageney which, by law, 1s charged with the
responsibility of coordinating, evaluating,
and distributing intelligence data affecting
-the national security, your public writings
have an authoritative effect upon the read-
ing public, .

Since there Is such little yalid information _

glven to the American people ¢oncerning the
Union of &oviet Sociallst Republics, the many
‘nations and distinet people which now com-
prise it, your analysis of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics 1s especially. important,
coming as it does at this time. .

I am anxious to get all the facts on the
heartland of the international Communigt
conspiracy. Consequently, I would be grate-
ful to you for clarifying the confusion which
your article has created in my mind ¢én-
cerning the basic facts s T know them.

In the first place, the terminology of your
article uses Russia and the U. S. 8. R. inter-
‘changeably. Do you regard the U. 8. 8. R.
as Russia, or are you referring to the Russian
Federated Socialist Republic which is but

on July 3, and the questions which I _one of the many_ hations’ within the

raised in connection with it, required a
written answer rather than a conference;
I reached this conclusion on the basis
that anyone having sufficient time on
hand to write an article for a magazine
surely would have sufficient time and
knowledge of the subject to answer a
congressional inquiry.

On July 28, with Congress rapidly ap-
proaching adjournment, I had not yet
heard from Mr. Allen W. Dulles concern-
ing my letter of July 6 seeking answers
to questions which bear upon the public
interest and indeed the security of the
United States, which caused me to write
him another letter requesting that he
do me the courtesy of answering my let-
ter before Congress adjourned.

Up until this minute I have not had
ohe word from Mr. Allen W. Dulles, the
Director of Central Intellisence Agency,
in answer to my letter of July 6, 1955.
To me this is a strange performance on
the part of the Director of an agency
which by law is charged with the respon-
sibility of coordinating, evaluating, and
distributing intelligence data affecting
the national security. In my considered
judgment, the questions which I have
raised with Mr. Dulles bearing upon his
public writings on the subject of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics has a
direct bearing on the national security
and therefore demands a public answer.

I am herewith making public in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD my letters of July
6, July 18, and July 28, addressed to Mr.
Allen W. Dulles, Director, Central In-
telligence Agency. I shall' make public
any and all replies Mr., Dulles gives to
the three letters which I am today mak-
ing public. Likewise I would like to as-
sure Mr. Dulles that I shall continue to
seek an answer from him to the gues-
tions which I raised in my letter of July
6, 1955.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
: . Washington, D. C., July 6, 1955,
Mr. ALLEN W, DULLES,
Director, Central Intelligence Agency,
Washington, D. C

Dear MRr. DuLLes: I read your article, Let’s
Look at Russia Honestly, which appeared in
the Parade magazine section of the Wash-
ington Post, and as a consequence, have a
number of questions concerning the views
expressed in your article.

. I am sure you will agree ‘that since you
direct the work of the Central Intelligence

. Approved For Rélea_s’
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-+ - Similarly, your article indicates the in-
-habitants of the Soviet. Union are Russtans.
"Are wé to understand that all the people of
the U. 8. 8. R. are Russlans, or that the
_superior people of the Soviet Union are Rus-
slans as Stalin many times claimed in public
Statements. . > __ L .
o You indicate stresses and strains which
Jhe leaders of the Soviet Union must face

.‘ja) the agricultjral problem; (b) industrial-

ization; and (c) the satellite areas. You
omit the tenslons.created by the struggles
of the non-Russian hatlons of the U. 8. 8. R.
against the Russian occupation which, ac-
cording to sworn testimony before the Select
Committee 9. Inyestigate Communist Ag-

gression, "hag been 3 constant and major

factor in Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Byelo-
russia, Ukraine, Georgla, Armenia, Turke-
stan, North Caucasus, and in other parts of
-the Soviet Union. :

Several examples of the political impor-
tance of the .non-Russian nations within
the U. 8. 8, R. can he taken from the fact
_that Stalin af - Yalta claimed that unless
meinbershi in the United Nationg was pro-
vided for Ukfpine, Byelorussia and Lithuania,
he feared they would attempt to break away
irom the Soviet Union} in January of last
year, on the océdsion of the 300th anniver-
sary of the Treaty of Pereyaslav, the Russians
%Wslgefi@ll...mit&gensa,jpd proconsuls in

kralne snd, the okber.pgu-Russian pations
of the Soviet Union tg carry on extensive
Public ceremonies for a period In excess gf
X months. The obfl 'E:g ,0f these public
‘ceremonles was to acknowledge the national
independence of Ukralne while - claiming
JUkraine to be socialist._in substance, to
thank the ‘great Ruggian _hrotherg”. for
Ukrainian national indgpendence, and_to gx-
bress the ‘‘solidarity” of the non-Russian
geople with their “gr Russian benefag-

ot au

It may be that T do pof properly evaluate

such situations as T have ctfed above and I
would appreciate having your opinion as to
whether the non-Russian nations wtthin
the U. 8. S, R..do, in.fact, constitute a major
internal problem for the Russlan Commu-
nists, h s nE i
In enumerajing the so-called satellite
states, you failed td Include Estonia, Latvia,
or Lithuania. 'T #88Uine, however, that this
was an oversight on your part, but if they
are considered officially In any other relation-
ship I would, be grateful tp have,. you set
me stralght on this matter, S
At several points your article refers to
“Soviet people” and I wonder 1f such a
thing really exists. Perhaps you will agree
with me that one of the long range objec-
tives of the Kremlin is to create the notion
in the free world that there does exist a
Soviet man in order that they may com-
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pletely discredit any clalms of resistance
within the Russian Communist empire and
to glve credibility to the Russian myth that
& new type of ‘man has emerged from their
soclalist experiments. It is important for
all of us to know whether the Russians have,
in fact, hroken the resistance of the non-
Russian nations and people they now en-
slave, and have been able to secure their
Joyalty and support. If this is your con-
clusion, T Would'like to have the basic facts
supportlng it.

I also notice your article refers to the
Soviet Union as a country. It s my under-
standing that the-Soviet Ution 1s made up
of many countries, only one of which is
Russia, and that_each of these countries
have a distinctlveness and a separativeness
which even the Kremlin itself has been
forced to recognize. .

The House Select Committee To Investi-
pate Communist Aggression of the 83d Con-
gress described the U, 8. 8. R, as an empire
made up of many once free and independent
nations, all of which were the victims of
Communist subversion and Russian aggres-
sion. This conclusion was based upon the
sworn testimony of the most expert witnesses
available; former natlonals of those once
free nations who themselves suffered at the
“hands of the Red tyrants. In order to prop-
erly acquaint the American people with the
Iacts concerning these submerged nations,
-the committee had prepared a table of- Com-
munist aggression which appears on page 44
of its summary report. I would therefore,
appreciate receiving from you an official esti-
mate as to whether these submerged non-
Russian nations within the U. 8. 8. R. do
constitute a major internal vulnerability or
whether their national identities, spirit, and
asplrations have been destroyed and replaced
-with a Soviet clvilization.

This may seem a long and detailed letter,
but I know you appreciate the importance I
attach to the matter your article undertook
‘'to analyze. If our people are led to believe
that the U, S. 8. R. and Russia are one and
the same, or that the people who populate
-the . U. 8. S. R. are Russians, the way will
then be prepared, in the event of an armed
conflict with the international Communist
conspiracy, for us to make the same political
blunders which, In fact, caused the defeat
of Hitler on his eastern front. It is my
‘strong personal conviction that the only way
:we can prevent world war III is by engaging
4in a political offensive against world com-
munism. Such a political offensive must be
very sensitive to the national aspirations of
all the enslaved nations and capable of ex-
ploiting all the major vulnerabilities of the
Russian Communist empire, '

Interim Report No. 8 of the Select Com-
-mittee To Investigate Communist Aggression
contains most of the sworn testimony on the
non-Russian natlions of the U.'S. S. R. I
believe you will find that report throws a
sharp light on some basic but little known
‘facts concerning the U. 8 S. R. With the
hope you will read that réport I am enclos~
ing it.

Please be assured that I shall appreciate
‘receiving from you’official estimates concern=
ing the above questions.

- - Bincerely yours, .

. 5. -MICHAEL A. FEIGHAN.
CONGRESS OF FHE UNITED STATES,
.. . Housk oF REPRESENTATIVES,

. Washingtén, D, C., July 18, 1955.
Mr. ALLEN W. DuLLES,

. Director, Central Intelligence Agency,
Washington, D. C.

DeAr. MR, DULLES: My secretary informed
me that on Friday afternoon. Col. Stanley
Grogan had telephoned. My secretary also
Informed me that Colonel Grogan identified
himself as your assistant, and stated that in
connection with my letter of July 6, instead

~of getting Into a lengthy exchange of com-
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munications, that you would prefer to talk
over with me the subject matter of my letter
of July 6.

For many years, I have devoted a great deal

of time and study to the international Com-=
munist conspiracy, the many different na-~
tions and people which comprise the
U. 8. 8. R., and the important part that Rus-
sian imperialism fills in this conspiracy.
" This is a subject matter which could con-
sume many hours of discussion and exchange
of views. What prompted my writing t0 you
as my letter of July 6 indicates, was the ar=
ticle published under your name in the
Parade magazine section of the Washington
Post and Times Herald of July 3 titled “Let’s
Look at Russia Honestly,” and my concern
lest ttie views expressed in that article are
reflective of the combined opinion of our in-
telligence agencies and do comprise a part of
our established national policy. Conse~
quently, I have reduced my guestions to a
few in number and have made them as suc-
cinct as possible in order to make unneces-
sary long conferences or lengthy communica~
tions.

I am firmly convinced that you, Mr. Dulles,
are as vitally concerned as am I, as & Mem-
ber of Congress, and as an American, that the
vast expenditures of public funds for the
collection and evaluation of intelligence
should put us in a position to know all the
facts on the international Communist con-
spiracy. Moreover, it is my strong personal
conviction that it is impossible to assess
properly an actual or potential enemy unless
we know all his strength and all his vulner-
abilities and assess them according to their
relative weight.

I am looking forward to recelving your
letter in response to my letter of July 6.

Sincerely,
MiCHAEL A, FEIGHAN,

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,
House OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., July 28, 1955.
Mr. ALLEN W. DULLES,
Director, Central Intelligence Agency,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. DuLLEs: On July 6, 1955, T wrote
you a letter in which I sought answers to a
number of gquestions growing out of your
article, Let’s Look at Russia Honestly, which
appeared in the Parade section of the Wash-
ington Post and Times Herald on July 3.

On July 18 I again wrote to you on the
same subject after one of your assistants,
Col. Stanely Grogan, had telephoned my of«
fice stating that you were In recelpt of my
letter. .

Because of my study of, and my Intensive
interest in, the international Communist
conspiracy, I would greatly appreciate having
your answer before Congress adjourns.

Sincerely,
MicHAEL A, FEIGHAN.

with reference to Mr. Dulles’ article—
Let’s Look at Russia Honestly—and the
. guestions which I raised concerning it,

T would like at this point to bring to the
attention of the Members of the House
an excerpt from a book written by Adm,
william H. Standley, and published only
a few months ago, titled “Admiral Am-
bassador to Russia.”

Admiral Standley was American Am-
passador to the Union of Soviet So-
cialist -Republics from February 1942
until the closing months of 1943 when
he resigned. On page 507 of this il-
Juminating exposition of Russian Com-~
munist behavior, the following verbatim
.statement appears:

There is nothing new in Russia. Perhops
-things are a litile worse or & Iittle better for
“the common man, woman, and child than
-they were under the czars—but not much,
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History teaches that conditions have not
changed materially since the 17th century
when Peter the Great unified Russia and
“liperated’” the serf. Russia has always
160ked outward, has always been expansion-
ist. Possessing one-sixth of the world’s
surface, she has yet wanted more—an ice-
free port on the Atlantic and one on the
Pacifie, control of the Dardanelles, a defensi-
ple frontler, security from. the barbarians of
the north or the south.

Our Minister to Rusisa in 1852, Mr. Neill
§. Brown, has left us this fine diagnosis of
Russian imperialism:

“A strange superstitution prevails amaong
the Russlans, that they are destined to con-
quer the world, and the prayers of the
priests in the church are mingled with re=
quests to hasten and consummate this ‘di-
vine mission,’ while appeals to the soldiery
founded on this idea of fatality and its glor~
ious rewards are seldom made in vain, To
a feeling of this sort has been attributed that
remarkable patience and endurance which
distinguish the Russian soldier in the great-
est privations.” :

Over the anclent skeleton of Russian im-
perialism, Lenin and Stalin threw a cloak of
Communist ideclogy, but the bones of the
skeleton show through. Even as in Czarlst
times, when the Russian Bear stands on its
hind feet with 1ts front paws held up as if
in prayer, we must “beware of the bear that
walks like & man.”

During the past 4 years, we have studied
the problem of communism intensively. We
have discussed it, read about it, thought
about it, worked at it. In the light of the
experience with Russian Communist leaders
recorded in the foregoing chapters, we have
asked ourselves, What is the meaning of
communism? To us as Americans? To the
world at large? IHow can our own self-inter-
est, how can the best interests of our coun-
try best be served in a world which is an
armed camp divided between communism
and anticommunism, with the ever-present
fear of thermonuclear destruction hanging
heavy over our heads? Asa challenge, what

-do we know about communism?

For a progrem, we must first examine
briefly how Russian and international com-
munism got this way.

A year ago Independence Day just
past, I was in Munich, Germany, as &
member of the Select Committee To In-
vestigate Communist Aggression, where

‘we were taking testimony from expert

witnesses on the subject of Communist
aggression” against and occupation of
the many once free and independent
nations that now comprise the U. S. 8. R.
While in Munich, I was asked by the
director of the Munich Voice of ‘America
station to deliver a brief address to the
people behind the Iron Curtain. The
brief address which I delivered was
beamed behind the Iron Curtain in all
the foreign languages in which the Voice
of America broadcasts to the enslaved
people therein. My Fourth of July In-
dependence Day message to all the na-

tions and people enslaved by commu-
nism was carried by the Voice of Amer-

ica during a 12-hour period, and since
it has a direct bearing on the questions
which I have raised in my letters to Mr.,
Dulles, I believe it is worth while read-
ing at this point:

During the time I have been in Munich,
the House Committee on Communist Agres-
sion has devoted eight days to taking testi-
mony on Communist aggression. Although 1
have made a study of communism, 1ts meth=
ods, tactics, and objectives, some of the evi-
dence produced during these hearings was
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starting in tHat 1t unmasked the terrible
brutalities and wunblievable inhumanities
committed by the leaders and followers of
communism. -There can be no doubt but
that communism is an international con-
spiracy which we must either destroy or it
will engulf the entire world.

The committee heard eye witnesses o the
most terrible crimes ever committed against
mankind. These crimes committed by the
Russian Communists ranged from the devil-
ish torture of individuals to the brutal and
heartless mass destruction of entire nations
of people. Other witnesses bore testimony
on ‘the manner in which the Communists
desecrate and destroy all those things that
mankind has labored and died for up
through the centuries. In particular, we
heard about the tactics the Communists used
to violate the Integrity of the family and the
sanctity of the home, to destroy all the
temples of God regardless of the particular
pelief, the destruction of all laws upon which
the order of civilization is based, the gross
perverston of historical truths and facts and
the climate of fear which the elite leaders
of the conspiracy provoke in order to con-
trol the people. ‘

Al of these crimes when put together
present a picture which is -the blackest ever
known to mankind.

I was particularly impressed with the evi-
dence presented by the spokesmen for the
enslaved people of the non-Russian nations
of the U. 8. 8. R. This testimony was sup-
ported by documents and hard facts and eye
witness testimony of the tactics used by the
Bolsheviks during the period of 1917 through
1921 to destroy the national independence of
some fifteen non-Russian nations. For a
great many years Communist propangandsa
has been seeking to becloud the issue with
respect to the national aspirations of the
people of these non-Russian nations. The
testimony we have received will serve as a
death blow to this evil propaganda’ because
it will expose the Soviet Union for what it
1s—the prison of nations and the ruthless
enslaver of all the people under its control.
It is my fervent hope that from the testimony
taken here In Munich and elsewhere it will
be possible for the United States to develop
a positive policy, calling for the liberation

~of all the nations and people enslaved by

communism by our firm advocacy of those
moral and political principles upon which
the Amerlcan way of life is based. Those
moral and political principles are far more

powerful in the cause of freedom and justice -

than are all the armies and destructive weap-
ons known to mankind., But before we can
fully use this arsenal for true peace and
freedom we must totally discard the morally
pankrupt policy of containment and all its
advocates.

This 1s the task that lies ahead for all lib=-
erty-loving people. I sincerely believe that

.the testimony our committee has been re-

celving from witnesses who know best what
communism means and what must be done
to defeat it, will make our historic task, as
Americans, much easier.

The basic policy of the United States, since
the days of its inception has been based upon
the political belief that all nations, large and
small, have not only the right but algso the
duty to separate themselves from. any tyran-
nical oppressor. In more recent years we
have expressed this policy by our unwavering
support of the principle of mnational self=
determination.

This should stand as a beacon of hope to
all the enslaved nations of the Communist
empire,

1 refer particularly to the people of Estonia,
T.atvia, Lithuania, Poland, East Germany,
Czechia, Slovakia, Rumania, Bulgaria, Bye=
Jorussia, Ukraine, Georgia, Armenia, Adzer=
baidzahn, Turkestani, Idel-Ural, Cossackia,

-North Caucasia, and Russla.
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Another very pertinent and timely ar-
ticle which should help all Americans to
«look at Russia honestly” is one titled
“The Russia First Movement in the
United States,” which appeared in the
scholarly Ukrainian Quarterly magazine
during the summer of 1953 by an author
named Americus. I do urge Mr. Dulles
to give this article several careful read-
ings, just as I have urged him to read
the 8th interim report and the - sum-~
mary report of the Select Committee To
Tnvestigate Communist Aggression of the
83d Congress. Because I feel this arti-
cle contributes to the strengthening of
our national security and throws an il-
fuminating light on a diabolical menace
at work within our beloved democracy,
T am compelled to read this article in
sits entirety: )

Tag RussIA-FIRET MOVEMENT IN THE
UNITED STATES
- (By Americus) )

A few weeks after the inauguration, I vis-
1ted Washington with the assigpment to get
@ real story on the plans of the mew admin-
istration to implement, its policy of libera-
tion. During the eléction campaign the
contalnment policy had been fully exposed
and ldentified as both spiritually and in-
tellectually stagnant by the Republicans,
The Democrats denied any responsibinty for
such a policy, stating it never exlsted as the
official policy of the Government and was the
result of political misunderstandings and
misinterpretations. With both major politi-
cal parties denying the policy of contain-
ment, the American people looked for @
positive and dynamic answer to the belliger-
ent threat to all human freedom presented
by the Russian Communists,. General Eisen=
hower provided the popular answer when he
proclaimed a policy of liberation as the only
one that would preserve human freedom and
individual liberties in any quarter of the
world. This declaration raised the hopes of
all mankind, including the millions of people

enslaved by the Communists, and was &

major factor in bringing victory to the Re-
publican Party. It was only natural that I
should be in Washington early, looking for
a story on the methods that would be de=~
veloped to. bring about the restoration of
national independence and human freedom
for the enslaved nations.

After almost a week of effort to get & lead
on my story 1 was about to give up because
everyone seemed to be too busy even to hint
on how long it would take to develop the
new, dynamic policy. It was evident that it
would take several more months before the
administration would have the reing solidly
in hand, with the new policy people placed
in all the key positions of control. After
making reservations for the trip back home,
T began to wonder what my new assignment
would be. A last-minute luncheon with an
old friend determined my next assignment
because it put -me on the lead of a story
tinked with the policy of liberation. Seated
at the table next to us were three very
serious-looking men. They were talking with
such vigor and emphasis that we could not
help but overhear their conversation. One
of them appeared to be an old Government
hand and the other two were obviously new-
comers but with definite convictions on
what had to be done, and done quickly, if
the election promises in the fleld of foreign
- affairs were to be accomplished.

The subject of their conversation was the
Russia movement and its influence on the
forelgn policy -of the United States. All
three were certain that this movement ex-
ercised a dangerous inflyence on the de-
velopment and exercise of our foreign policy
but they were in conslderable disagreement
on the methods to be used in removing its

roots from the Washington bureaucracy.
One held that it would take & full scale
congressional investigation to complete the
removal. The other two maintained the
task could be accomplished by removing the
leading advocates from policy positions with-
in the Government, replacing them with peo=
ple whose first loyalties were to the glorious
traditions which form the foundations of our
country, and as & consequence the lesser
lights would abandon the movement. .

Here, in brief, is how they described the
Russia first movement and its adherents.
The territory of Russla is held to be sacred
and inviolate and subject to a dark mystl-
cism which is beyond the comprehension of
ordinary Westerners. The Russlan people
are looked upon as superior with a mission
jn life to bring the inferlor peoples of the
world under thelr domination so that all
mankind may advance to a higher civiliza-
tion. Since the Russian people are imbued
with this mystic mission, we of the West
must do nothing to offend them because in
their hour of world trlumph they might be-
come unduly harsh toward those who op-
posed their self-appointed mission. Mos~
cow is looked upon as the center of a new
autocratic paternalism. The despotism and
cruel tyranny of MosCow is only temporary
since it results from the resistance of the
inferior non-Russian peoples to the misslion-
ary work of the Russians, All this will end
when the mystic mission is completed; the
world will then be at peace under the warm
paternal protection of Moscow. The ordie

nary western mind 1s supposed to be igno-

rant of the facts concerning the peoples of
Russia and their agpirations; therefore, it 1s
the first duty of the movement to make
certain they remain in that confused and
helpless state,

with this challenging background my
curiosity was aroused to @ point where I
determined my next assignment had to be
the Russia first movement in the United
States. It the charges were true and the

movement had a foothold in and out of’

government, I had a story better than the
one I came to Washington for originally.
The policy of liberation would have very
tough going if the Russia first movement
was as well anchored in the higher echelons
of the Government career gervice as the three
parrators maintained. This would mean the
administration would have another internal
enemy in addition to the Communists and
their active sympathizers.

1n talks with some of my old friends in the
Government career service, my suspicions
were further aroused. I hit elther a wall of
polite silence or obtalned small bits of in-
formation handed out with the plea “don’t
quote me and for heaven’s sake don’t get
me involved.” Some of the people inter-
viewed suggested I drop my search for a
story because the new administration had
committed itself against the containment
policy and had promised to replace it with
one consistent with American principles and
jdeals. These people held that the gpirit of
the containment policy was the lifeblood of
the Russia first movement and with its de=
mise the movement would die. Others inter-
viewed took the position that the leaders of
the containment policy had established a
resistance movement in the Government
which would fight every move of the ad-
ministration to develop a dynamlic policy and
so the Russia first movement would continue
fo have strong advocates in key career po-
sitions. While some very helpful leads were
developed in talks with government people,
it was most discouraging that few of them
would speak freely about the movement,
while on the other hand most of them knew
about it and despised it.

The second stage of my search took me to
‘the leaders of the World War II emigree
groups living in the United States ‘because
it was there, I was told, the most current
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and complete Information would be avail-

able. These were the people who had lived

under the rule of the Russian Communists
and they were sensitive to both its open and
hidden tactics. In discussions with these
leaders I only confirmed the existence of a
Russia first movement but was treated to a

-liberal education about the many different

people who make up the U. 8. 8. R,, the pow-
erful forces within it pulling against the

. Kremlin and the powder key frailties of the

system. The first thing I learned was that
there are Russians and non-Russians in the
U. 8 S. R. The next thing I learned was
that the U. 8. 8. R. was not a nation but an
emplre made up of many different nations
6nly one of which is Russian in character,
language, history, tradition, and aspiration.
To my amazement I learned that the Rus-
sian people are in the minority in the
U. S. S. R. but that they occupy the vast
majority of the positions of power and in-
fluence under the Communist system.
However, the most important thing T learned
-was that when the Czarist Empire burst at
the seams in 1917, the non-Russian nations,
held in the slavery of that system for many
years declared their national independence
and established governments representatives
of the popular will of the people. This de-
velopment caused the creation of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics (U. 8. S. R.)
which. was nothing but a cover for the Bol-
shevik army under Trotsky then charged
with the task of destroying all these reborn
nations and expanding the realm of Marxism.

These are the things I learned from the
World War II non-Russian emigres of the
U.S.S.R., Over and above this I learned how
well organized they are and of thelr deter-
mination to carry on their fight against Mos-
cow. 'They are violently antl-Communist

- and Intensely loyal to the traditions and in-

stitutions most characteristically American.
In their eyes the American Declaration of
Independence set forth unchangeable prin- .
ciples which today coinclde with the aspira-
tions of the enslaved nations within the
Communist empire. They are not anti-Rus-
sian, but they are dedicated to exposing and
destroying Russian chauvinism. Russian
chauvinism to them is the same as Nazi
superracism, & bellef peculiar to the intel-
ligentsia but lacking in mass support, he-
cause the masses are the innocent victims
of it.

In discussions with the Russian emigres
T learned quickly that one must distinguish
between the old and the new. The old are
those who came to the United States be-
tween the great wars but who, nevertheless,
are more Russlan than anything else. The
new are those who suffered under Commu-
nist rule and became self-exiled after World
War - II by refusing repatriation to the
U. 8. 8. R. They are to some degree misfits
because they do not understand the unrea-
listic dreams of the old Russians, and they
are groping for a solution to the problem of
communism which will forever lift the hand
of tyranny from the people. This makes for
conflict between the old and the new. It is
further aggravated by the old, who inslst
they know what 1s best for the newcomers,
particularly what they should think and say
about the present-day U.S. 3. R. But the old
have the upper hapd, and their voices still

_ speak for all the Russlans in the United

States.

The Russiansg take the position that every-
one in the U. 8. 8. R. is a Russian, that is,
historically and sentimenially. They speak
only about Russia and never about the
U. S.8. R. The peoples of their Russia are
considered as one happy family, with com-
mon bonds uniting them to a common des-
tiny., Their only unhappiness with the
U, 8. S. R, 1s with the Communist masters,
and they proclaim that once they are re-
moved all will be at peace and harmony
within a reborn Russia. When queried about
the breakup of czarist Russia following World
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War.1 and
and Indepe:

the rebirth of some 16 separate
dent natlons, they shrug off this

-+-period of history as the consequernce or med-
dling in the internal affairs of Russia by op~

sportunist western politicians. When asked

1o account for the Independence Day rallies

4 _annyally in the Unlted States and in
% y other parts of the free world by the
{lkrainians, Byelorussians, Georglans, Arme-
x{%ar;,s, Latvians, Lithuarfans, Bstonians, and
others, the uniform answer. given was that
they did not represent the aspirations of the
people of Russia.’ It struck me as peculiar
that the Russlans did not engage in simi-
lar independence day rallies, so I Inquired
as to,the réasons for this failure to demon~
straté’ a fervor for nafioneal independence,
This ‘proved to be a shocking question, be-
cause, as 1 learnedlater, enlightened na~
tionalism I8 as mtch tabod Wwith the Ris=
sians as it 1§ with the Commiinists and the
ideological Marxists. T .
. In pne rather heated discussion with a
Russian group, I was amazed to hear the
Ukrainilans singled out for special castiga-
“tign. - They were referred to as separatists
and in a tone of voice which made it sound
1ike quisling. This prompted me to ask
whether the founding fathers and the sign~
ers of qéclaration of independence were sepa~

ratists,  The astounding answer given was
that .

( he declaration of independence had
nothipg to do with the Russian people and
- that ar ¥ eftort to apply its principles to Rus-
sia Woyld only unite the Russian people with
the, Communist regime. ~This struck me as
rather  strangé, becalise thé non-Russian
people of the U.'S. 8. R., whio are far more
numerdys thar the Russlans, were urging
juat the opposité position. Could it be true,
I asked inyself, that the magdes of the Rus-
sian pedple would cast ‘thelf loyalties with
the Cgmmupls'qs_rather than accept a pro-
gram which would destrd¥ the Communlst
emplie Bnd bring individial freedom to all
thosé'erfslaved by 82 T ]

The third stage of my sedrch led me to the
Tong-established - nationality  organizations,
particula;_fly those dedicated to the task of
keeping allve the natlonal heritage of the

nations ¢ ¢ ]
o stimulating expetiefice. Here wefe native-
born Amei‘;cans who had spent a lifetime of
stiidy and research on the subjects of com-
munism and Russlan imperialism. The vari-
ous péople of the U.'S. S. R. and their aspl-
rations were well known to these organiza-<
tions and championed by them. The Russia~
fitst movement was no stranger to them.
They all provided me with books, pamphlets,

: %gi ‘other materials on the subject and

sd me to make a comprehensive study and
réach my own conclusions. After several
nonths of research and consultation with
gpecialists on the subject, I have been able
to outline the basic form of the Russla-flrst
movement and to distirigish ‘the most im-
-portant segments of it. For purposes Of
identification these segrents are’ described
as wings because their purposes’ aid activi-
{ies converge at essential points.

The monarchists: This wing of the move-
ment is dominated by World War 1 Russian
emigres,
cope enchanted by meaningless titles, and
some of the business opportunists who can
affprd to play long shots on futures. " The
Russian emigres are the hard core of this
wing, They carry out the master planning
afig confusing propaganda work. The Amer~
icans attached to this wing serve as window
dressing and 1énd respectabilify to the mas-
ter planiners. The program of this wing calis
for the restoration of the Russian monarchy,
malntaining the territorial integrity of the
empire, keeplfig the Russlan people in a
dominant pOFIEIOn over “the non-Russlan
people of the eraBifé afid developing an en-
lightened paternallsm as the cohesive force
of the monarchy. .

The Neo-Marxists:
ment 1s made up of R
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gullible Americans who have be- |
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some deologleal differences with the present
Kremlin regime, misguided idealists who still
believe that utopia is possible and theoreti-
- ¢lans who believe that human freedom and
individual lberty must be limited by the
demands of collectivism. The hard core of
this wing are the old Russlan emigrees whose
only quarrel with the present Kremlin regime
is that they are better prepared to run the
Communist empire. This core is supported
by #» broad flank of theoreticians, academi-
cians, and foggy idealists all of whom pour
out volumes of propaganda in support of
Marxist doctrine. The program of this wing
calls for the preservation of the territorial
integrity of the U. S. 8. R, maintaining cen-
tralized control over the empire from Mos~
cow, malntaining the dominant position of
the Russlans because of their natural vent

058RUD0TI0066036

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

for collectivism and attaining the utoptan .

goal by less severe and more gradual methods

than those used by the Communist regime, .

The Mensheviks: This wing of the move-~

ment is made up of Russian emigrees who '

fled from Moscow after the Bolsheviks took
over control of the Russlan Federated Soclal-
ist Soviet Republic and some poorly informed
Americans who still belleve the Menshéviks
represented a movement of democratic forces
supported by & majority of the peoples of
old Russia. The advocates of this wing are
not nmumerous but their influence is strong
in some important gquarters, The program
of this wing calls for the preservation of
the territorial Integrity of the old Tsarist

Russian Empire, keeping the non-Russian |

nations within the Empire and under the
dominance of the Russian people and the
utilization of s limited popular franchise
within a federal system tightly controlled
from Moscow.

The Neophytes: This wing of the move-
ment is made up exclusively of Americans
with a very limited knowledge of the political
stresses and strains within the U. 8. 8. R.
Nevertheless, they enjoy the current status
of experts on Russia.

When the Russlans -

played their hand too hard following Wworld

War II and exposed their plans to dominate
the world the clamor went up for experts
on Russia. As the tempo of the cold war
increased the demand for more and more
experts on Russia increased.
Russian languege became & must. Insti-
tutes for special study on Russia were devel-
oped for the superexperts. In this wild
seurry for knowledge the source had to be
authoritative so what could be better than
old Russian history and technical texts?
Little did the unsuspecting scholars know
that Russian chauvinism is as old as the
Russian written language and RS & COnNSE=
quence they were denied their academic free-
dom. All they were able to learn about
the U. 8. S. R. and its people was what the
Russians have been trying to sell the intel-
Jectuals of the world for several centuries,
Many of these captive minds give support to
the movement by advancing the point of
view acquired in this controlled setting.
There are other wings to the movement but
to identify them will take more time and
additional research. The four wings here
described should provide a sufficient base
to arouse the interest of American scholars
interested in preserving academic freedom.
‘These political wings frequently engage in

- open controversy Over the form of govern-

ment to replace the XKremlin regime but
on one point they are in solid agreement.
That point is—Russia must be preserved in-
tact and there can be no interference with
the internal affairs of the U. 8. 8. R. The
common efforts of these four political wings
form a movement in every sense of that term,
dedicated to Russia first,

The champions of the policy of liberation
had better keep a sharp eye on the Russia
first movement because it is keeping a con-
stant eye on them. The movement has &kill,
ﬁxp rience, and ability to adapt Itself to
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fight in the open but as an infighter 1t is
a most dangerous opponent. The outcome
of this struggle will determine whether the
policy of liberation is to be an unfulfilled
promise or a dynamic reality. There can be
no compromise between the two conflicting
forces. One or the other must win.
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